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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Examiner and applicant's representative Diallo T. Crenshaw 
conducted, applicant's initiated telephonic interview on October 04, 2007. Examiner and applicant's representative 
discussed the limitation recited in independent claim 1 in view of the prior art/s on the record. 
Applicant's representative discussed in detail the invention and the indepndent claim 1. In view of such a discussion 
Examiner and applicant's representative agreed on the claim language that would further clarify the limitation recited as 
"important information" and futhermore the language that would overcome the ground of rejection set forth in the 
pervious final-office action and possibly make the application allowable. Examiner however indicated to the applicant's 
representative that further search and consideration and approval from the supervisor is required before the case is 
finally allowed.. 



